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§41.41(a-b). 



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United 
States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mail Stop 
Appeal Brief - Patents, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
VA 22313-1450. 



On June 20. 2006 By 



Docket No. 50325-0109 



1 



Serial No. 09/496,600, filed 02/02/2000 

Reply Brief 



I. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-44 are pending in this Application and are listed in the Claims Appendix 
submitted with the Supplemental Appeal Brief dated January 4, 2006. Claims 1-44 stand under 
final rejection and are the subject matter of this Appeal. 
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II. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

Claims 1-44 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over U.S. Patent No. 6,389,464 to 
Krishnamurthy et al. (hereinafter referred to as "Krishnamurthy") in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,913,037 to Spoflford et al. (hereinafter referred to as "Spofford") and fiirther in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6,662,208 to Moeller et al. (hereinafter referred to as "Moeller"). 
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III. REMARKS 

A. The Features Addressed in Appellants' Arguments Are Recited in the Claims 

In the "Response to Argument" of the Examiner's Answer, section (10), the Examiner 
again asserts that Appellants have argued features that are not recited in rejected claims. The 
Examiner alleges that the features of "directly querying a router" and "integration of an HTTP 
daemon into a packet router" are not recited in the claims. This is incorrect. 

Claim 1 recites "receiving a connection of a Web browser to a network packet router," 
and "receiving . . . within the network packet router, an HTTP request message from the browser 
to obtain the current value of a MIB variable from the router to which the variable pertains." 
The recited features are equivalent to "directly querying a router." Every appellant is entitled to 
some freedom in paraphrasing the claim features to summarize fiinctionality that is clearly 
recited in a claim, for clarity, brevity and cogency in presenting an argument. Anyone of skill in 
the relevant art would understand that the claim terms are equivalent to "directly querying a 
router." The Examiner's position is excessively literal. 

Moreover, the claim language contrasts starkly with the cited prior art references. For 
example, Krishnamurthy describes a site server that receives conraiunication via an intermediary 
server. Claim 1 recites receiving a connection at the router, not at an intermediary server. Claim 
1 recites receiving a request message at the router, not at an intermediate device. For at least 
these reasons, Claim 1 clearly distinguishes over Krishnamurthy. 

Further, each of independent Claims 1, 11, 17, 23, 24 and 31 recites one or more features 
associated with an HTTP daemon executed by and hosted within a network packet router. For 
example, the HTTP daemon is "executed by and hosted within the network packet router." Thus, 
all the claims provide "integration of an HTTP daemon into a packet router," as paraphrased in 
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Appellants' opening brief. The Examiner's literalism merely deflects attention from the features 
of the claims, and from the clear differences of the claims as compared to the references. 

B, The Examiner Concedes the "Grouping^^ Issue 

Appellants previously argued that Claims 1-44 do not stand or fall together. The 
Examiner's Answer of April 20, 2006 does not address the issue, which appears to be conceded 
by the Office. 
IV. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth herein and in Appellants' prior briefs. Claims 1-44 present 
subject matter that is patentable over the references of record, and are in condition for allowance. 
Therefore, Appellants respectfiiUy request reversal of the final rejections. 

Throughout the pendency of this Application the Commissioner is hereby authorized to 
charge any applicable fee, including extension of time fees, and to credit any overpayment 
to our Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 



RespectfiiUy submitted. 



HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 





Christopher J. Palermo, Reg. No. 42,056 
Lawrence R. Goerke, Reg. No. 45,927 



2055 Gateway Place, Suite 550 
San Jose, California 95110-1089 
Tel: (408)414-1203 
Fax: (408)414-1076 
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